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Mr. John L. Sokol, Jr.
Executive Director
Commonwealth of pennsylvania
Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105

Dear Mr. Sokol:

MAY t 3 1993
FfDERAL CiJ~~;ij:~'(;J~mNS COMMiSSION

CtFICE OfTHE SEGRf::1AHY

IN REPLY REFER TO:

This is in reply to your letter to Senator Arlen Specter r garding the Notice
of Proposed Rule Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992).
This Notice proposes comprehensive changes tot~ ion's Rules governing
the private land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below
512 MHz.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. I have enclosed for your
information a copy of that part of the Notice that describes the numerous
proposals, plus a discussion paper released March 1, 1993. In sum, these
rules would ~reate more channels for public safety use than any previous
action by the Commission, without requiring replacement of radio systems.
with regard to radio call boxes, they were not specifically addressed in the
Notice primarily because no commenter raised that issue in the earlier stages
of this proceeding. We note, however, that the combination of the large
increase in the number and potential capacity of channels, and the proposed
technical and operational flexibility should enable the Pennsylvania Turnpike
Commission to satisfy all its communications needs, including radio call
boxes.

We are sensitive to the need of users of private land mobile radio spectrum
and the impact that these proposals may have on their radio systems, including
the costs of required modifications. Your letter will be included in the
record of the proceeding and will be fully evaluated when we develop final
rules in this proceeding.
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We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. We expect final
rules to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

~~R.~!
Edward R. Jacobs
Deputy Chief, Land Mobile and

and Microwave Division
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Ms. Linda Townsend Solheim
Director
Legislative Affairs
Federal Communications Commission
Room 808
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington D.C. 20554

Dear Ms. Solheim:

My office has been contacted by a constituent, Mr. John
Sokol, Executive Director of the Pennsylvania Turnpike
Commission, who has written to express the concerns of the
Commission over PR Docket 92-235.

According to Mr. Sokol's letter, a copy of which I have
enclosed, the implementation of this docket would seriously
interfere with the public safety emergency call box system in
operation along the Pennsylvania Turnpike.

Please accord the concerns raised in Mr. Sokol's letter all
due consideration. I have informed him that I have referred his
comments to your office. I would appreciate your office
responding to Mr. Sokol directly.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

AS/mrp
Enclosure
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April 7, 1993

The Honorable Senator Arlen Spector
United States Senate
303 Hart Building
2nd and C Streets, NE
Washington, DC 2~

Dear Senator spec~/

In order to establish more efficient use of the radio
spectrum, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
proposing extensive reassignment of radio frequencies, known as
PR Docket Number 92-235. The proposed completion of this
reassignment is the year 2004. The implementation of this docket
will most likely require the replacement of all mobile, portable,
base and repeater radios currently in operation in Pennsylvania
Turnpike Commission vehicles and facilities. This equipment
provides your constituents with vital public safety services.

While the need for more efficient use of the radio spectrum
is wholeheartedly recognized, your assistance in emphasizing
several important issues is requested. ~lthough an
implementation date has been established, the technology is not
yet available. Public safety entities will be forced to bear the
sig1'"!ificant cost and effort of implement-.atio!"l while ot.hers
benefit. A thoughtful cost-controlled migration policy must be
established.

Also, radio call boxes, which we operate along every mile of
the PA Turnpike, are neither addressed nor protected under the
FCC plan. Serious interference problems from commercial paging
services are not being rectified. Averaging approximately 1200
calls each month, this system provides our patrons with immediate
access to emergency services, which could make the difference in
a life or death situation.
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FCC Letter
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Because of the far-reaching effects on the safety of our
patrons, who are also-your constituents, your assistance with
these issues is critical. This is especially true because
Congress has stated that the protection of the safety of life and
property be given priority in frequency allocation matters, as
mandated by the Federal Communications Authorization Act of 1983,
House Rep. No. 98-356, 98th Cong., 1st Sess. 28 (1983).

Enclosed are comments submitted by the Pennsylvania Turnpike
Commission in response to PR Docket 92-235. Your assistance in
reinforcing the above concerns to the Federal Communications
commission would be greatly appreciated. These comments should
be addressed to: Mr. Ralph Haller, Chief, Private Radio Bureau,
Federal Communications Commission, 1919 M street, N.W.,
Washington, DC 20554. The deadline for comments is April 28,
1993. If you have any comments or questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

#;J4U/
John L. Sokol, Jr., P.E.
Executive Director
Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission

Enclosure
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February 25, 1993,

Mr. Ralph Haller
Chief, Private Radio Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: PR Docket Number 92-235 (part 88)

Dear Mr. Haller:

The Pennsylvania Turnpike isa public highway entity operating in the private
land mobile radio (PLMR) spectrum band. As part of this operation, the Pennsylvania
Turnpike Commission currently owns and operates its VHF system in the 150 - 174 MHz
band. In conjunction with our VHF system, the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission also
owns and operates various UHF repeating systems in the 450 - 470 MHz band, and an
extensive call box system in the 72 - 76 MHz band. These systems are used to support the
fire, ambulance, police, automotive, and maintenance services for the 491 miles of the
Pennsylvania Turnpike. Therefore, it is with deep concern that the Pennsylvania Turnpike
Commission must comment on PR Docket Number 92-235 (further referred to as Part 88).

The Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission agrees there is a need for the more
efficient use of the PLMR spectrum. The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has
taken the first step, Part 88, in striding towards this goal. The implementation of new, more
spectrum efficient technology is a must if the industry is to keep up with current and future
communication demands. While this new technology could benefit all who use PLMR,
there are some concerns that need to be noted.

First, the allocation of every third channel for Special Mobile Radio (SMR)
use in the public safety band is unacceptable. Why should public safety entities go through
the effort and the cost of cOqiplying to Part 88 when approximately one third of the gained
channel availability will be given to SMR usage? The FCC must ensure that public safety
keeps its current bandwidth and be allowed to use all the channels that will be created under
Part 88. The FCC should allow for public safety expansion well into the twenty-first
century. If public safety must bear the cost of complying to Part 88, then public safety
should be allowed, the full benefit gained by Part 88.
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Second, Part 88 as it is now written, is requiring the use of technology that is
not yet available to the public. Additionally, this technology is expected to be in use by a
specific date. These requirements raise the following questions: When will this technology
be available? Will the technology be available in time to allow migration or wholesale
replacement? Who will be able to manufacture it? Will the technology be made available to
multiple manufacturers? How much will it cost? The FCC should take the steps necessary to
ensure that a timely, broad-based market be established and cost monitored. A reasonabl.e
migration time should be established based upon when the technology is available, not by
arbitrarily establishing a deadline date. Consideration for funding to cover the cost of
migration should also be factored into the deadline date.

Third, radio call boxes are all but ignored in Part 88. Under current Part 90
and the proposed Part 88 (88.1263), call box output power is restricted to 1 watt. Yet,
adjacent channel paging services are allowed to operate control links at powers in the 250 
300 watt ERP range. The FCC must recognize the importance of call box usage. These
boxes carry information essential to life and loss of property and should be protected
accordingly! Stricter output power limitations on paging control links is a must. The use of
directional antenna should be a requirement. Frequency coordination through the American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials should also be required.
Agencies using call boxes must be protected from these high-powered services.

Public safety cannot be compromised. It is the duty of both the Federal
Communication Commission and the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission to provide the
general public with the best safety services possible. If Part 88 does not consider SMR
exclusion from the public safety band, along with cost, time, and protection for radio call
box operation, it will become almost impossible for the Pennsylvania Turnpike to continue to
provide our patrons and employees with the best fire, ambulance, police, automotive and
maintenance services available. Help the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission better serve
our patrons and employees by considering the above mentioned suggestions and
encompassing them into Part 88.

Sincerely,

John L. Sokol, Jr., P.E.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

cc: Mr. J. B. Wilson
Mr. A. C. Peters
Mr. 1. 'A. Hawkins
File


